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The UN has not given up. 

Chinese Communists' refusal to negotiate (or even answer mes-= 
sages) has checkmated attempts to halt the Korean fighting. 

But (and probably therefore) UN is working to put teeth in Ache- 
son proposals to increase the General Assembly's power. 

John Hohenberg finds these efforts "the surpassing miracle of 
our time" (see page 3). Immanuel Wallerstein believes they may 
"convert small wars into a general war" (See page 6). 


U.S. leaders increasingly recognize the inadequacy of power poli- 
tics. Senator Flanders (Rep., Vt.) will shortly introduce a strong 
resolution into the 
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U. S. Congress urging 
enforceable disarma- 


O ment of all nations 
| under UN safeguards. 
) The Rockefeller 


Board, in its March 1l 


report to President 
UG, Truman, states: "The 

problem of construct— 

ing a lasting peace is 
not one of preserving an existing order in the world, but of build- 
ing a new structure in which all nations can work together exchang- 
ing their skills, labor and capital to mutual benefit". 

Donald Nelson, former War Production Board chief who talked 
intimately with Stalin, Molotov, Vishinsky during World War II, 
believes they are"realistic enough seriously to consider working 
out" world government with the U.S. (See page 9). 

Oscar Hammerstein II insists the U.S. "must conceive and adopt 
a design for peace" (see pages 10 and ll). 
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World Federalists are heckled by the "Communist issue". 
Internationally, the World Movement for World Federal Govern- 


ment revokes an invitation to Communists to attend its Rome Congress 
as observers at the insistence of UWF (See page 5). 


Ironically, the same UWF, stateside, suffers legislative de- 


feats due at least in part to false charges it is Communist-led 
(see page 7). 


The Schuman Plan, initialed late last month, is now up for govern- 
mental consideration. 
Initialing means merely that Foreign Ministers (of France, 


West Germany, Italy, Netherlands, Belgium, Luxembourg) agree to sub- 
mit Plan to their governments. 


Action (or inaction) will follow parliamentary debate. 

Observers disagree about Plan's effect on maintaining peace. 
Stefan Osusky, Czechoslovakia's Minister to France for twenty 
years, hails the Plan, ina special report to THE FEDERALIST, as "an 
epoch making event in the progress of the federal idea" (See page 6). 
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The builder of houses must be a practical business man. 
Yet he cannot help but-think of the time when his plans, 
bricks, lumber and work are transferred from houses into 
homes where people live out their lives and work out 
their problems, where children grow into adulthood. He 
cannot help but wonder sometimes what kind of 

a future these children will face. 


We hope that the future will be one of peace and 
security ...a world where both people and nations know 
the rules and live by them, a world of happy homes. 


That’s the future we’re building for. 


Property Sales Company 


900 Court Square Building ¢ Baltimore 2 ¢ Maryland © 
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Ralf Kircher, UWF of Dayton 


A monthly accumulation of source material for 
Federalists. 
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Wherever you go these days, if you have even the 
slightest association with the United Nations, somebody 
is bound to say sooner or later: 

“Guess they’re not doing so much out there at the 
United Nations. Guess they’re just about washed up.” 

Are they? 

Principally it depends on what people mean when 
they ask about the United Nations. 

If they mean the 500,000 soldiers fighting under its 
banner in Korea, supported by a sizeable army and air 
force, the Chinese Reds will admit the United Nations 
isn’t washed up. 

If they’re referring to the sixty member countries, 
fifty-three of them on record in favor of letting the Gen- 
eral Assembly do much of the work of the veto-bound 
Security Council, the Russians will admit the United 
Nations isn’t washed up. 

If they’re talking about the diplomats, and their pain- 
ful effort to find a way to avert general war, the enormous 
attendance at all public meetings is testimony that the 
United Nations isn’t washed up. 

The fact of the matter is that the United Nations is 
evolving slowly into something different in the history 
of world peace-keeping organizations. 

When the UN’s founding fathers met at San Fran- 
cisco six years ago this April 25, they wouldn’t have 
dreamed of suggesting a special commission to conduct 
continuous inspections all over the world as a safeguard 
against new surprise aggressions, such as the one in Korea. 

Such a group, created by the Assembly, is now at 
work, 

Nor would the delegates at San Francisco have voted 
in favor of a special commission to set up armed con- 
tingents in every cooperating country, ready to be called 
into action at the demand of the Assembly. 

That outfit, too, is now on the job. 

The reason why both commissions came into being is 
that the free world, blocked by the Russian veto from 
using the Security Council at all times as a weapon 
against Soviet-directed aggression, developed new methods 
of self-defense within the framework of the Charter. 

It should not be expected that a world inspection 
force or a world army will be created overnight. It took 
many weary months before the United States—first to 
fight in Korea beside the South Koreans—could enlist 
the aid of substantial armed forces of thirteen other 
countries under the terms of United Nations resolutions. 

The important peint is that United Nations ma- 
chinery for world inspection and world force to uphold 
world law is in being—and that the next emergency will 
inevitably speed up the use to which both will be put. 
It is a weak deterrent to aggression now. It could become 
an overwhelmingly strong one, given time. 

This is where another (Continued on next page) 


3 


Report AF 
— = 
from the “J 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


U N (HOHENBERG) 


(Continued from preceding page) new development is 
keeping pace with the evolution of the United Nations. 

The work of twelve delegates, who are seeking to 
merge the deadlocked Atomic Energy Commission and 
the Commission on Conventional Armaments, could be- 
come of major diplomatic importance overnight. 

The merger, first of all, is something both President 
Truman and the Russians have advocated. Moreover, in 
the event of a meeting of the Council of Foreign Min- 
isters, arms reduction and atomic control would be near 
the top of the agenda. 

Andrei Gromyko made this plain in Paris when 
he revived the phony old Russian offer of ‘“‘periodic”’ 
inspection—sure, we'll let you in behind the Iron Cur- 
tain, but you'll have to tell us weeks ahead of time when 
you’re coming and exactly what you want to see. 

If the Russians want to talk on arms and the atom 
for any reason other than to slow up the free world’s 
defense plans, they’ll have to use a better approach than 
that propaganda cue. In the United Nations, talk like 
that won’t halt preparations for defense against new 
aggressions. 

Everybody still waits for genuine peace talks. Every- 
body still looks to Moscow, however, rather than to the 
United Nations, for the answer to whether there will be 
peace or war. 

But that scarcely means the United Nations is 
washed up. 

Despite the virulence of its enemies and the faint- 
heartedness of its friends, the United Nations still goes 
on growing six years after San Francisco. That is the 
surpassing miracle and the supreme hope of our time. 


JOHN HOHENBERG is a senior U. S. correspondent 
who has been accredited to the UN for five years. 


answering service 


“Ts it true that James P. Warburg has resigned from 
UWF?” Jane Lewis, Cashiers, N. C. 

e Mr. Warburg resigned from UWF’s National 
Executive Committee and National Executive Council, 
but not from UWF, on Jan. 15. In a letter of that date 
to Henry B. Cabot, then chairman of UWF’s Executive 
Committee, Mr. Warburg outlined his dissatisfaction with 
UWF’s failure to “take a stand on any of the issues which 
will make the ultimate attainment of its goals possible.” 
In the same letter, Mr. Warburg wrote: “It goes without 
saying that I shall continue to work for world govern- 
ment.” 


“Was Myron C. Fagan, the national director of the 
Cinema Educational Guild who is in the forefront of 
attacks on federalism and Federalists on the Pacific Coast, 
ever associated with Gerald L. K. Smith in any way?” 
Warren MacGrecor, North Hollywood, Calif. 


e UWF has in its files a photostat of a notarized 
letter from Gerald L. K. Smith, dated April 20, 1950, in 
which he writes: “If I am put on the witness stand and 
take an oath to tell the truth and nothing but the truth I 
shall have to say that | started the Cinema Educational 
Guild, I named it, I conducted the first meeting, raised 
the first money, turned the names over to Fagan, and 
said, ‘Sic ’em’.” 
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Peace Partisans Excluded from Rome 
Congress After Protest by Americans 


A controversial invitation to the Communist-con- 
trolled Partisans of Peace to send observers to the Rome 
Congress of the World Movement for World Federal 
Government was revoked—only hours before the Congress 
convened—due to vigorous action by UWF. 

No Communist groups belong to the World Move- 
ment, and none were invited to send delegates to Rome. 
The World Movement’s Executive Council, however, 
invited the Partisans, the promoters of the Communist- 
inspired Stockholm “Peace” Petitions, to send observers 
to the Congress, where they could have been given the 
privilege of the floor. Both UWF members who partici- 
pated in the council’s deliberations voted against sending 
the invitation. ‘ 

When news of the Council’s action became known 
in New York, UWF’s National Executive Committee, 
convened in special session on March 30, voted unani- 
mously that UWF would withdraw from both the World 
Movement and the Rome Congress unless the invitation 
to the Partisans of Peace was rescinded. 

Immediately afterward, Donald Harrington, minister 
of New York’s Community Church and chairman of 
UWF’s World Movement Committee, flew to Rome 
and presented the UWF position to the World Move- 
ment’s Executive Council. The Council consists of thirty- 


UWF Insists World Movement 
Revoke Invitation to Communists 


four members, of whom five are UWF representatives ; 
on April 2, it reversed itself and rescinded the invitation 
to the Partisans. Gustav Malan of Italy and Alexandre 
Marc and Abbé Groues Pierre of France resigned from 
the organization’s Executive Committee in protest. 

UWF’s position was based on the conviction that 
no Soviet-oriented group can be free of Kremlin domina- 
tion. “UWF is a non-governmental organization, but 
there is no such thing as a Communist organization being 
non-governmental,” Mr. Harrington said in a press state- 
ment explaining the UWF action. “For us to deal in any 
way with any Communist organization is therefore illogi- 
cal; we would be representing only our members while the 
Communist organization would, by the very nature of 
Communist hierarchical control, be in effect representing 
Soviet Russia’s foreign office.” 

Mr. Harrington went on to emphasize that this posi- 
tion in no way contradicts UWF’s belief that non-Com- 
munist governments must seek to negotiate their differ- 
ences with duly accredited representatives of Communist 
governments. “UWF has recorded its conviction that 
‘world government must bring together under a rule of 
law people of various ideologies throughout the world’,” 
Mr. Harrington said. 

With the Partisans of Peace excluded, UWF’s dele- 
gates, including New York State co-chairman Paul Ship- 
man Andrews, participated in the Rome Congress. The 
Congress was in session when this issue of THE FEDERALIST 
went to press. 


Famine in India 


In its best years, China can ill 
afford to trade away food. Last year 
Red China is reported to have had a 
famine, yet twice in the past two 
months it has come to the aid of 
grain-short India: once when China 
negotiated a barter agreement to ex- 
change 50,000 tons of rice for 16,500 
bales of Indian gunnybags; again on 
March 30 when it offered to increase 
shipments to 1,000,000 tons and in- 
clude all varieties of food grains. 

A week before the second Chinese 
offer, Rusia proffered India 50,000 
tons of wheat in exchange for raw 
jute. Russia subsequently indicated 
she might increase the amount. 

Seven weeks ago in the U. S., 
meanwhile, a bill was introduced in 
the House that would give India 
2,000,000 tons of surplus American 
grain. The cost was to be covered by 
an appropriation of $14,000,000 and 
the transfer of $50,000,000 from 
ECA funds. By April 3 it still hadn’t 
been reported out on the floor. 

“There is. nothing Soviet propa- 
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ganda can say about us that can do 
nearly the harm that we can do to 
ourselves if we should turn our back 
today not only on India, but on the 
meaning of America itself,’ UWF 
Vice President Norman Cousins 
wrote in the Saturday Review of 
Literature when commenting on In- 
dia’s need. 


Underworld Government 


Sometimes lawlessness gets so bad 
that even gangsters and bootleggers 
are compelled to federate for survival, 
Ambassador to Mexico and former 
New York City Mayor William 
O’Dwyer implied during his recent 
interrogation by the Kefauver inter- 
state crime investigating committee. 

Mr: O’Dwyer told the commit- 
tee, and incidentally 20,000,000 tele- 
vision viewers, about the formation 
of an underworld “government” dur- 
ing prohibition. 

“There had to be some kind of a 
setup whereby rules would be made, 
acceptable throughout the nation, 
and there had to be a setup whereby 


an adjudication would be made on 
charges of violations of those rules; 
and there had to be an enforcement 
agency within the ranks of the under- 
world,” Ambassador O’Dwyer testi- 
fied. 


Acheson Implementation 


Two UN organs authorized by 
the General Assembly when it 
adopted its “United Action for 
Peace” resolution on Noy. 3, 1950, 
held their first meetings last month. 

One is the Peace Observation 
Commission, which the establishing 
resolution states “could observe and 
report on the situation in any area 
where there exists international ten- 
sion the continuance of which is like- 
ly to endanger the maintenance of 
international peace and security.” The 
second is the Collective Measures 
Committee, established “to study and 
make a report . . . on methods . 
which might be used to maintain and 


strengthen international peace and 
security .. .” and to accumulate in- 
formation on national armed con- 
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tingents “trained, organized and 
equipped .. . for service as a United 
Nations unit or units... .” 

The UN resolution authorizing 
the two new units developed from 
Secretary of State Dean Acheson’s 
proposals of Sept. 22, 1950, for in- 
creasing the capacity of the General 
Assembly to act in time of crisis. The 
program, although now adopted by 
the UN, is still often referred to as 
the “Acheson Plan” or the “Acheson 
Proposals”. 

Partly because the “Acheson Pro- 
posals” have no compulsory “teeth,” 
Federalists differ markedly about 
them. John Hohenberg (see page 3) 
is encouraged. Opinions of Immanuel 
Wallerstein, longtime student Feder- 
alist leader and former member of 
UWF’s National Executive Council, 
and of Cass Canfield, chairman of 
the board of Harper & Brothers and 
a member of UWF’s National Ex- 
ecutive Committee, follows: 


WALLERSTEIN: belief that 

the Collective 
Measures Committee represents an 
even temporary approach toward 
world government is dangerous logic. 
Defense measures by the West are 
obviously required. But such measures 
should be conducted outside the UN. 
To conduct them under the UN ban- 
ner is to try to invest wars with a 
morality they seldom have; often it is 
to convert small wars into a general 
war. 

It is to protest the futility of col- 
lective security that federalism was 
born. Korea has not changed that. 
Korea has merely made replacing it 
more difficult. The Collective Meas- 
ures Committee adds little to West- 
ern security. It may detract a great 
deal from the prospects of world 
peace. 


CANFIELD: 4 wholly prag- 
matic approach to 
international politics is unjustifiable 
and unsuited to a democratic country. 
On the other hand a policy based en- 
tirely on principle is bound to be un- 
workable. The two must be combined. 
At this grave moment we must, 
out of self-preservation, contain the 
Russian threat by binding together as 
many nations as possible against ag- 
gression. Obviously the most effective 
method is to implement the Acheson 
proposals for a strengthened UN. 
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Czech Expert Finds Schuman Plan 
“A Decisive Step” to Federation 


by Stefan Osusky 


DR. OSUSKY, veteran Czechoslovakian democratic statesman, served concurrently as 


his country’s representative at the League of Nati 


and minister to France for nearly 


twenty years. Now a consultant to the American National Committee for a Free Europe, 
he prepared this statement exclusively for THE FEDERALIST. 


An unforgettable tide of emotion 
swept the Assembly of the League of 
Nations on September 5, 1929, when 
Aristide Briand proposed a Europe 
united by ‘“‘a federal link’, an idea 
that was subsequently withered by 
spiritual and intellectual aridity. Now, 
on March 19, 1951, under the im- 
pulse of another Foreign Minister of 
France, Robert Schuman, six Western 
European nations have initialed the 
implementation of Aristide Briand’s 
principle. 


It is an epoch-making event in the 
progress of the federal idea. For it 
represents an emancipation from two 


The Schuman Plan 


Last month, representatives of six 
European nations (France, West 
Germany, Italy, Netherlands, Bel- 
gium and Luxembourg) “initialed” 
the Schuman Plan. This month, the 
parliaments of the six countries will 
consider it. 

As initialed, the Schuman Plan 
links two basic industries, regardless 
of political frontiers, in a “coal and 
steel community”. The complicated 
treaty in which the Plan is incorpo- 
rated seeks to create a single market 
with no tariffs, no import quotas, no 
double pricing for domestic and for- 
eign buyers and no freight differen- 
tials. 

The Plan would establish an_in- 
ternational “High Authority” to 
“guarantee” freedom of competition 
by outlawing cartels and most other 
private control of prices, sales and 
production. It outlines a five-year 
trial period during which member 


nations, and any others which might | 


care to join, try to solve the compli- 
cated problems involved. 
Underscoring the hope of the 
Plan’s supporters that initial success 
will result in the Plan’s expansion to 
other nations and other industries was 
the announcement by France four 


traditions which, in the course of 
time, have become not only obsolete, 
but directly detrimental to the inde- 
pendence of nations: the principle of 
sovereignty and the notion that great 
nations are a law unto themselves. 


Three great European powers 
(France, Italy and West Germany) 
have renounced their individual, sov- 
ereign rights to decide on matters per- 
taining to coal and steel, and have 
therefore forsaken the traditional idea 
that they are a law unto themselves. 
This is a decisive step, beyond the 
point of return, on the road to a fed- 
eralized Europe. ... 


weeks ago that it was drafting plans 
for a unified agriculture market. 
Called the “green pool”, it would 
operate under an authority similar to 
that of the Schuman Plan. 

Original British opposition to the 
Schuman Plan has been modified by a 
decision related to German decarteli- 
zation. As presently outlined, Ger- 
many will retain 16 per cent or less 
control of the entire Ruhr coal pro- 
duction and not the 25 per cent at 
first suggested. 

The Schuman Plan has been 
called everything from a capitalist- 
monopolistic plot to the death knell 
of national sovereignty. The attitude 
of one veteran Federation-of-Europe 
advocate can be found above. 


World Government 
Resolutions Offered 


A variety of resolutions of inter- 
est to Federalists are now pending in 
the current (Eighty-second) U. S. 
Congress. 

Of major importance is the reso- 
lution introduced by Representatives 
Brooks Hays (Dem., Ark.) and Wal- 
ter Judd (Rep., Minn.) on Feb. 22. 


It is a slightly modified version of last: 


year's HCR 64, and carries the same 
familiar number. The sponsors ob- 
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tained the old number by waiting 
until “64”? came up in the sequence of 
House resolutions before introducing 
their bill (text of the new HCR 64 
can be found in Pierce Butler Jr.’s 
article on page 13). 

Earlier, on Jan. 12, Representa- 
tive Abraham Multer (Dem., N. Y.) 
reintroduced last year’s HCR 64. It 
is HCR 21 in this Congress. Repre- 
sentative Clement Zablocki (Dem., 
Wis.) introduced the same resolution 
on Jan. 31. 

Representative Laurie Battle 
(Dem., Ala.) introduced the 1947 
world federation resolution into the 
House on Jan. 15. It is now numbered 
HCR 36. Representative Battle has 
also introduced a resolution calling 
for a UN “police authority”. 

Representative Franklin D. Roose- 
velt Jr. (Dem., N. Y.) has announced 
that he will introduce a general for- 
eign policy resolution calling for uni- 
versal disarmament, greatly increased 
technical assistance to underdeveloped 
areas and a stronger UN. A bi- 
partisan group of Senators and Con- 
gressmen headed by Senator Ralph 
Flanders (Rep., Vt.) are drafting a 
resolution proposing universal en- 
forced disarmament of both atomic 
and conventional weapons under the 
supervision and control of the UN. 


ACTION The new Hays-Judd 

resolution (this year’s 
HCR 64) at present has the great- 
est support in the House Foreign Af- 
fairs Committee, and the best chance 
of being acted upon affirmatively. 
Federalists are asked by Political 
Committee Chairman Harry Hollins 
to write letters to their Congressmen, 
and to members of the Committee, 
urging early Committee hearings on 
HCR 64 (names of Foreign Affairs 
Committee members are listed in the 
March issue of FYI). UWF Legis- 
lative Director Jerome Spingarn asks 
that copies of all replies received be 
sent to him at 132 Third Street S.E., 
Washington 3, D. C. 


Fund Drive On 


Annual fund-raising drives now 
are moving into high gear—or should 
be—in UWF branches and chapters 
throughout the country. 

“There was a sharp slump in the 
income to UWF’s national office in 
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March,” warns UWF President 
Alan Cranston. ‘‘National’s position 
is still sound, but unless the present 
drives are resounding successes, 
slashes in staff and operations will 
shortly become necessary.” 

Income since UWF’s fiscal year 
began Oct. 1 has permitted UWF’s 
national office to operate on a month- 
ly budget of approximately $17,000, 
in contrast to the $26,000 goal adopt- 
ed at the last General Assembly. 

Fund-raising plans in various 
parts of the country include rummage 
sales to be held simultaneously 
throughout California, every-mem- 
ber-canvasses by many branches and 


chapters, special gift dinners and 
“Myth” shows scheduled for Min- 
neapolis April 29 and _ Detroit 
June 17. 


ACTION Mempsers: Send in 

your annual contribution 

to UWF’s fund drive now. Give or 
get all you can. 

FINANCE CHAIRMAN, BRANCH 

AND CHAPTER OFFICERS: Plan your 

drive now; execute it well. The abil- 


ity of UWF to do its job rests 


squarely upon the leadership you 
provide. Write to National for 


the just-completed manual, ‘Special 
Fund-Raising Projects.’”’ It’s free! 
It's a “how-to-do-it,” outlining 
proven fund-raising techniques. 


Kiwanis on UWF 
UWF President Alan Cranston 


has received a letter from Kiwanis In- 
ternational dated March 28 repeating 
an old request that UWF members 
not interpret a Kiwanis policy reso- 
lution to mean specific support of 
UWF. “Official policy,” the letter 
pointed out, prohibits Kiwanis “en- 
dorsement, sponsorship or affiliation 
with any organization outside the 
jurisdiction of our membership.” 
The relevant Kiwanis policy state- 
ment does not support UWF. It 
states: “(We) uphold the United 


Nations in its efforts to enact, inter- 


On the Agenda- 


“The Myth that Threatens the World’, Minneapolis 
Washington UWF State Convention, Tacoma 


“The Myth that Threatens the W orld’, Detroit 
Fifth UWF Student Convention begins, Des Moines 


April 14-15. Georgia UWF planning seminar (tentative) 
A pril 21-22. UWF Executive Council meeting, St. Louis 
A pril 29 

May 11-13 

May 12-13) Ohio UWF State Convention, Cincinnati 
May 27 World Government Sunday 

June 17 

June 21 

June 22-24. UWRF’s Fifth General Assembly, Des Moines 


pret and enforce international law, 
and in its battle to preserve the free 
nations of the world.” 


INACTION Helen Shuford, 

UWF's organiza- 
tion liaison director, cautions all 
members to use the utmost care in 
citing the policy stands of other 
organizations. ‘“‘“Accuracy on the part 
of UWF members will lead to more 
effective relationships with national 
groups,” she points out. 


Ruth Root New UWF 
Field Representative 


Ruth Root, one of America’s out- 
standing experts in community rela- 
tions, joined UWEF’s staff as nation- 
al field representative on April 2. 

Miss Root left the field staff of 
the American Heart Association to 
join UWF at a financial sacrifice. 
She served previously with the New 
England Food and Dairy Council. 
She has also served with UNRRA 
and with the UN’s Children Fund. 

A confirmed Federalist, Miss 
Root has for some time given UWF 
volunteer advice and assistance. 

Her first assignment is in Massa- 
chusetts, where she is now helping 
that state branch follow up on the 
highly successful “Myth” show held 
in Boston April 1. 

UWF Field Director Edward 
MeVitty declared, “Addition of Miss 
Root to the staff will enable the na- 
tional office to give new, professional 
assistance to existing branches and 
chapters. I am confident, too, that 
Miss Root will be instrumental in 
the building of many UWF units in 
hitherto virgin territory.” 


In the Legislatures 


A late tabulation reveals that of 
the twenty-three states which have at 
one time or another passed world fed- 
eration resolutions, eight have wiped 
all such resolutions from their books. 
The states and the dates when they 
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repealed are 
Louisiana and Rhode Island in 1950, 


California, Georgia, 
and Maryland, Missouri, 
and Tennessee in 1951. 

Not all recent action has been 
negative. The tabulation shows: 

INDIANA AND MINNESOTA: con- 
sidering resolutions favorable to world 
tederation. 


MaryLanp: repealer was 
passed last month. It contains, how- 
ever, a section which states that “it 
should be a fundamental objective of 
the foreign policy of the United States 
to support and strengthen the United 
Nations.” 


New Jersey: The House passed 
a repealer after Federalists agreed not 
to fight in return for support of a bill 
that would place the world govern- 
ment resolution before the voters in 
the form of a referendum. The Sen- 
ate has not acted. 


NortH Caro.ttna: A House com- 
mittee voted five to four to report un- 
favorably on a move to repeal a con- 
stitutional-type amendment. 

Nortu Dakota: Adopted resolu- 
tion in February calling for enforce- 
able world law. 

New ENGLAND: Results of three 
legislative battles are still pending. At 
committee hearings on a_repealer, 
Connecticut Federalists have had the 
backing of the Connecticut Council of 
Churches and labor groups. Repealers 
and substitute resolutions to strength- 
en the UN are before the New Hamp- 
shire and Maine legislatures. Both the 
repealer and the substitute resolution 
have passed New Hampshire’s House. 

WASHINGTON: Backed by the 
strong testimony of Stephen F. Chad- 
wick, former national commander of 
the American Legion in whose home 
the Seattle Chapter of UWF was 
formed, pro-Federalists blocked at- 
tempts to push through a repealer. 

Opponents of world government 
have in most state legislatures based 
their case upon irresponsible and false 
cries of “communism.” These are typi- 
fied by a recent claim by isolationist- 
nationalist propagandist Merwin K. 
Hart that “the leading exponent of 
world government is Joseph Stalin.” 


Discuss U.S. Policy 


Starting this month, representa- 
tives of UWF and nearly 100 other 
leading American organizations will 
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GI Insurance, Veteran’s Bonus 


Donated in Cause of Peace 


A World War II veteran and 
another veteran’s widow have turned 
over to the United World Federal- 
ists, Inc., proceeds from a state bonus 
and a G.I. insurance policy in order, 
as one remarked, to help “bring about 
a durable peace.” 

The widow, Mrs. Knox Glass Jr. 
of Winter Park, Fla., donated the 
balance of her late husband’s $10,- 
000 insurance policy. “I sincerely 
hope that my small contribution will 
help UWF in its quest to strengthen 
the United Nations and bring about 
a durable peace,” Mrs. Glass told 
Federalists when making her gift. “I 
am sure that my late husband would 
feel that this money is indeed being 
used to the best advantage of his 
children.” 

Mrs. Glass’s _ soldier-husband, 
Captain Frank Cone, was taken pris- 


attend regional conferences organized 
under the leadership of the American 
Association for the United Nations to 
work out a “grass roots education pro- 
gram devoted to promoting world 
peace through the UN.” 


—In Passing 


e Leading Americans and some 
200 students from northeastern col- 
leges convened at Princeton Univers- 
ity April 6-8 for a UWF-sponsored 
conference on U. S. foreign policy. 

Delegates were welcomed Friday 
evening by Harold W. Dodds, presi- 
dent of Princeton. During the two- 
day session they heard talks by Ever- 
ett Case, president of Colgate, Alan 
Barth, author of “The Loyalty of 
Free Men,” Stringfellow Barr, for- 
mer president of St. John’s Univer- 
sity, and Cord Meyer Jr., honorary 
president of UWF. 

e Reprints of Oscar Hammer- 
stein’s poem which appears on pages 
10 and 11 may be obtained from 
UWF’s national office for 5¢ a copy. 

e Ways and means of strengthen- 
ing the UN will be the topic of dis- 
cussion during the coming months in 
special study groups at branches and 
chapters of the General Federation of 
Women’s Clubs. 

Backbone of the discussions will 
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oner on Bataan. He refused an oppor- 
tunity to go to Corregidor, preferring 
to stay with his men. He died Sept. 
2, 1942, in the Cabanatuen (Philip- 
pines) prison camp and was decorated 
posthumously. 

The ex-G.I. is Vincent Keesey of 
Turlock, Calif. Originally a resident 
of Pennsylvania, he endorsed over to 
UWF a check for $500, the maxi- 
mum amount granted veterans under 
the Pennsylvania bonus law. 

In a letter accompanying his 
check, Mr. Keesey identified himself 
as a member of UWF. “Although I 
don’t know the road that we must 
travel to get there, I believe that some 
effective form of world organization 
is the only solution to war and its 
terrible consequences,” Mr. Keesey 
wrote. “To this end I feel the UWF 
is dedicated.” 


be an outline kit entitled “How Shall 
We Strengthen the United Nations?” 
distributed by the Federation’s de- 
partment of international relations. 
Included in each kit is a copy of 
UWF’s policy statement. Part of the 
study will be an investigation of Fed- 
eralist objectives. 

e UWF of Wisconsin  estab- 
lished three new chapters—at Green 
Bay, Eau Claire and LaCrosse—in 
a three-week period in March. 


As executive vice president 
and chairman of the exec- 
utive committee of Sears 


Roebuck and Company 
from 1939-42, DONALD 
NELSON was responsible 


for a $7 million average 
annual business. As chair- 
man of the federal gov- 
ernment’s War Production 
Board from 1942-44, he was responsible for 
production valued at $86 billion. In 1944 
and again in 1945 he served as President 
Roosevelt’s personal representative to China, 
on the second mission with cabinet rank. He 
is presently President of Consolidated Caribou 
Silver Mines, Inc., a major government source 
of uranium, and chairman of the board of 
the Electronic Chemical Company. 


JOHN BURTON, world traveler now concen- 
trating most of his activity on this country’s 
West Coast, triples up as a writer, lecturer 
and CBS news analyst. 
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World Government or U.S. Totalitarianism 
DONALD NELSON 


as interviewed for THE FEDERALIST by John Burton 


As Chairman of the War Production Board during 
World War II you wielded more power over industry 
than any American has had before or since. Would you 
say, Mr. Nelson, that those war-time restrictions and con- 
trols were taken off after victory? 

e Certainly. The powers were only concentrated in 
Washington as long as the emergency lasted. 


What about the powers we are again having to give to 
W ashington? 

e Well, it is unavoidable in time of crisis—authority 
simply has to be centralized. However, this seems likely 
to be a very long emergency, and I know that in many 
minds, especially in the minds of businessmen, there is 
the fear that our country might come to be a sort of 
armed camp under perpetual military control. 


W ouldn’t that be disastrous to democracy? 

e It would be disastrods not only to our whole 
private enterprise system, to management and labor alike, 
but also to our civil liberties. Authoritarianism main- 
tained over a protracted period would reduce our free 
way of life to the status of the totalitarian countries 
which now menace our existence from outside. 


But you see no way of avoiding this danger until and 
unless peace is made secure? 

e None. The emergency in my opinion will continue 
until we find a way to secure the peace of the world. 


How do you believe an enduring peace can be established? 
e By developing the United Nations into a world 

government with the limited power of law necessary to 

enforce disarmament, and thus prevent aggression. 


I hear that answer on all sides. But is such a program 
within the realm of practical international politics today? 

e A year ago I would have said it would probably 
be another hundred years before the nations would agree 
to it. Today, I believe limited world government can 
and must be achieved in the very near future if we are 
to avert what may well be a final catastrophe. 


Do you think then that we Americans should publicly 
state that objective in the United Nations? 

e Definitely. Even though it is not immediately at- 
tainable we should make perfectly clear to all our friends 
abroad, and to the Kremlin, that nothing less than en- 
forceable world law is our goal. Such a declaration would 
give us world leadership, give us a powerful new con- 
fidence in ourselves, and would bring substance and di- 
rection to our foreign policy. It would also win back 
the full confidence in us that our friends everywhere are 
eager to feel. 


Mr. Nelson, what effects would such an avowed pursuit of 
world law have upon business? 

e It would produce a sense of confidence in the 
future which is now sadly lacking. It is lack of confidence 
which makes many necessary types of investment uncer- 
tain and difficult to arrange. 


What effect would our stand on world law have upon 
our relations with Russia? 
e I believe that if we confront the Russian leaders 
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with a demand for world government they will be put 
squarely on the spot. At last they will be clearly shown 
to all the world as the blockers of peace and the pro- 
vokers of the arms race. 


Did your intimate talks with Stalin, Molotov, Vishinsky 
and other Soviet leaders when you were in Russia during 
World War II give you any clue as to how they might 
react to an American proposal for limited world gov- 
ernment? 

e We were discussing American production and 
Russian military needs then. But I did get this: The 
Russian leaders are very greatly impressed with American 
productive capacity—and those men are strict realists. If 
they see a strong America prepared to deal forcefully 
with aggression and determined to achieve world law, I 
believe they are realistic enough seriously to consider 
working it out provided we are prepared to make an 
honest effort in the matter of guaranteeing to the Russians 
the security we ourselves would be seeking. 


You mean we must not ask or force the Russians to give 
up their communism? 

e No more than we should renounce our capitalism 
and free enterprise. Our job is to remain militarily 
mighty, and meanwhile exert such great moral and 
political pressure on the Russians that in the end their 
leaders would either be compelled to agree to world law, 
whether they liked it or not, or face rapidly growing 
internal opposition. 


I have found that there are many different ideas as to 
how much world government we need. Just how far do 
you think it should go? 

e The sort of world government I advocate would 
be limited to control of arms, with a court to insure jus- 
tice and power to enforce decisions. 


But would an organization of such limited power in any 
way reduce the menace of communism? 

e It would prevent Russia—and any other nation— 
from imposing its system on others by force. 


So we would be left with two major systems in the 
world? 

e Yes. And the competition between those systems, 
under law, and without the threat or use of force, would 
decide which system proved itself best suited to meet 
human needs. My bet would be on the nose of the 
American way. 


Could you, Mr. Nelson, sum up briefly the alternatives 
that face America in this crisis? 

e I think they are fairly clear. We can carry on the 
arms race until we are bankrupt, lose our democracy, and 
are forced into some fascist pattern. We could start a so- 
called “preventive war.” Through fear, we could try 
appeasement. 

The only other alternative that I see is to put teeth 
into the United Nations by giving it the power to control 
the arms of the world in the interest of lasting peace. 
That means the kind of limited world government I have 
discussed, and seems to me to be the realistic, the truly 
American, course to take. 
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ARE THE 
LEAD 


Among the unrivaled of Broadway's musical “hits 


fot which OSCAR HAMMERSTEIN II has written the book 
and/or lyrics are “Show Boat,” “South Pacific,” the 1944 
Pulitzer Prize winner “Oklahoma!” and the current “The King 
and 1.” A member of UWF’s National Advisory Board and 
of the Writers Board for World Government, Mr. Hammerstein 
bas made time to direct and produce, for UWF’s benefit, seven 
performonces of “The Myth that Threatens the World.” He 
wrote this poem for the first issue of THE FEDERALIST. 


The earth is clouded with fear, and itching with 
distrust. 

So we are creating for ourselves the strongest @ 
possible military defenses. 

We can do nothing less than this, if we want to 
insure our immediate security. 

But we must not believe that this is the solution 
to the permanent problem of war. __ 

Peace can be achieved neither by military 
strength, nor by military victory. 


This is not a foolish time to talk of peace. 

Now, when we face the stupid cruelties of war, 

Now, when we fear the deprivation of the bless- 
ings of peace,’ 

Now is the time to plan and work to get it. 


Is the United States for permanent world peace? 

We Americans know that we are, and to us the 
question is insulting; 

But, throughout the eastern world, and in Eu- 
rope too, 

We have been charged with being imperialists 
and warmongers. 

Whether we like it or not, many people believe 
this. 

They believe it because this is what they have 
been told. 

And we have not said enough or done enough @ 
deny the charge. 

It is futile for us to be indignant among our- 
selves. 

We must start now to convince the rest of the 
world 

That we want permanent world peace. 

And as the leader of all the free countries on 
earth today, 

We must make this our prime objective. 

If we fail to do this we shall not keep our lead- 

_ ership long, 

Because this is the only direction in which the 
world wants to be led. 

The people of Europe have struggled and suf- 
fered 

Through two world wars in the short space of 
one generation. 

We can not ask them to do what is necessary 

To fight and win a third world war, 

Or to build defenses which might prevent it— 

Not unless we convince them that their renewed 
struggle and continued sacrifices 

Are dedicated to a specific plan to end war for- 
ever. 


Repeated statements by the United States 


That it opposes war and approves of peace 
Will impress no one. 


We must go further—much further. 
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We must conceive and adopt a design for peace. 
We must be prepared to support it honestly and 


energetically 
‘And we must announce our intention to the 
world. 


Many great leaders in many nations have agreed 

That the only way to achieve world peace is by 
means of world law, 

An enforceable law against war. 

This would mean that everyone—including our- 
selves— 

Would have to be subject to this law, 

Would have to give up the sovereign right to 
make war. 

While this sovereign right continues, there can 
be no real peace. 

It is useless for nations to make treaties and 
agreements 

If they retain the right to break those agree- 
ments. 

As long as they insist on this right 

There will be no way of stopping war—ever. 


If every individual were “sovereign”, 

Not subject to any law outside his own house, 

These sovereign individuals could break agree- 
ments whenever they pleased, 

@: as sovereign nations do. 
nd there would be no peace inyour own country 

Or in your own town, or on your own block. 

Strong sovereign individuals would be seizing 
the property of weak sovereign individuals. 

Well-matched sovereign individuals would be 
knocking each other’s brains out. 

Life in your neighborhood would be as savage 
and frightening and unbearable 

As is international life today in this world of 
sovereign nations. 

But when individuals are in dispute 

They have a courthouse down the street 

Where they can appeal for relief and justice. 

The existence of that courthouse 

Makes it possible for them to live with one an- 
other 

In comfort and peace. 

The people of the world must have a courthouse 
to resolve disputes 

And a police force to see that its decisions are 
obeyed. 

The first nation to come out in support of this 
idea 

Will perform the greatest single act 
or the good of the world 
n the history of the world. 

People who accused such a nation of being an 
“imperialistic warmonger” 

Would be made to look ridiculous. 
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Suppose our nation were to declare itself 

For an enforceable world law against war, 

What would be the effects of such a statement? 

First—We here in America would at last have 
found a policy, 

An aim, an ideal of which we could be proud. 

We, the leaders, would at last know where we 
wanted to lead others. 

SECOND—It would give heart and hope to 
despondent Europe. 

Those who are on our side by tradition 

Would be drawn closer to us, their skepticism 
turned to faith. . 

They would have a reason to be on our side-— 
a big reason. 

THIRD—It would tip the scales in our favor 

With those many millions in the east 

Who now sit on the fence, finding little to choose 
between 

Communism on the one side, and our Democ- 
racy on the other. 

FouRTH—The news could not be kept from the 
satellite countries 

And soon would be having its effect within their 
borders. 

FINALLY—The Russians could not conceal, for 
very long, 

That the “warmongers” were offering a sincere 
plan for permanent peace, 

Were proposing world law against war, 

And declaring their willingness to obey such a 
law. 

It would be increasingly difficult for the leaders 
in the Kremlin 

To remain the only ones to ignore the appeal. 

We cannot pretend that the organization and 
establishment of such a world order 

Would not be beset by many great difficulties 
and obstacles, 

But the struggles involved in surmounting these 
difficulties 

Could not possibly match the anguish and heart- 
break 

Of living under the international anarchy 

Which now makes impossible 

The peace and happiness all men want. 


It would be desirable to start this movement 

Within the framework of the United Nations, 

And we must start soon! 

Civilization is racing against death. 

It is a hard race over a rugged road . 

But trying to win it now, with sweat, and muscle, 
and heart, 

Will be easier than losing the race 

And then trying to start civilization all over 
again. 
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What is the Most Effective Language to Descrihe UWF’s Goal? 


“A STRONGER UN” 


says MILTON WINN 
Chairman of UWF's UN Committee 


American Federalists are agreed that their goal can 
best be accomplished through strengthening the present 
United Nations. A vast body of approval and of hope for 
the UN and its accomplishments exists today throughout 
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the world. These two facts have convinced me that “a 


stronger UN” or “a strengthened UN” is the best single 
key phrase for Federalists to use. 

It is true that “a stronger UN” does not suggest 
just how the UN should be strengthened, but no one 
phrase can describe a complete governmental system. 

Because people like the UN and because they recog- 
nize that, as presently constituted, the powers it is en- 
dowed with are insufficient to enable it to cope with the 
problems the world presents, suggestions to strengthen it 
have a wide-spread and legitimate appeal. 


“WORLD FEDERAL GOVERNMENT” 


says LAWRENCE H. FUCHS, former chairman of UWF's Student Division 


Government means the ability to make, enforce, and 
interpret laws which are binding upon individuals. Federal 
means that the powers of government are limited and 
delegated. World means that the government must com- 
prise a vast majority of the earth’s population. 

If we say only “world law” the public will ask, 
“How is UWF different from Senator Taft, who also 
calls for world law?” If we concentrate on “disarma- 


ment,” it will be asked, ““What is the difference between 
UWF and President Truman, or Mr. Molotov, who 
also talk about disarmament?” “Strengthen the UN” 
means anything from a Russia-less UN to a veto-less UN. 

The world “government” may frighten people, but 
so does the word “anarchy.” Law, disarmament, a 
strengthened UN—all will come with world federal 
government. Alone, these phrases don’t say what we mean. 


“HCR 64” 


says THEODORE WALLER 
UWF's former 
legislative director 


We Federalists should use words in 


the UN into “an organization of such defined and limited powers as are 
essential to the enactment, interpretation and enforcement of world law 
to prevent aggression and maintain peace.” 

It does not mention “world government” or “world federation’’, 
phrases of significance to Federalists which unfortunately have come to 
imply an all-powerful superstate to all too many patriotic Americans. 
Instead it describes, by precise functions rather than by sweeping nouns, 


describing our objective which cannot 
be open to misunderstanding or misin- 
terpretation. 

The new Hays-Judd resolution 


does exactly that. It calls for developing obstruct us. 


the processses required to produce a peaceful world. 

Let us not mourn the loss of trademark terms, if the result is to remove 
what have proved to be semantic irritants to non-Federalists and word 
weapons to anti-Federalists. Let the words we use serve our purpose, not 


“ENFORCEABLE WORLD LAW” 


says HENRY BRANDIS Jr., North Carolina representative on UWF's National Executive Council 


The essential objective of any national movement for 
world federation is enforceable world law. In my opinion 
that objective should be paramount in our advocacy. The 
contrast between law and anarchy is one which is easily 
comprehended; the use of “enforceable” emphasizes that 
present-day international law is not the kind we seek. 

Like all shorthand phrases, this one is incomplete. 
It only offers a starting point and is no substitute for 


“DISARMAMENT (etc.)” 


says ROBERT NYBURG 
Executive Director, UWF of Maryland 


If we are to make ourselves understood we must use 
the language of our listeners. We are congenital talkers- 
over-heads. A mouthful like “enforceable world law” is 
just something more to explain and is one reason why 
UWF has an intellectual rather than an emotional appeal. 

I have found “disarmament”, “universal’’, “enforce- 


NEXT MONTH: “What about Russia?” 
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“world federation” as the mechanism necessary to attain 
enforceable law, or for “strengthening the UN” as the 
best way to create a mechanism. Effective disarmament 
will come only as a by-product of enforceable law. 

I do not shrink from using “world government” or 
“world federation”. To secure dependable long-term 
support, we need clarity and force of statement, not tem- 
porary palatable sugar coating. 


able” and “foolproof” not only quickly recognized but 
ideal points of departure to explain the entire UWF 
position. 

These familiar words do not have the bad odor our 
opponents have fastened on language that has become 
UWF stock. We have listened to ourselves so long that 
we now believe our complicated phrases are clear. They 
aren’t. Try them in front of a mirror. Then take apart 
“universal”, “enforceable”, “foolproof” and “disarma- 


ment” and you'll have an ABC of UWF. 


Send the Federalist answer you find most 
effective, in 125 words, to THE FEDERALIST. 


The Federalist 
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PIERCE BUTLER JR., prominent St. 
Paul attorney, is a member of 
UWF’s National Executive Commit- 
tee and National Executive Council. 


HCR 64: America’s 
Greatest 
Military Asset 


PIERCE BUTLER JR. 


The will of the United Nations to meet or thwart 
aggression was put to its severest test by the Korean war. 
The United Nations met that test more vigorously than 
prior tests, as in Palestine or Pakistan. The result was a 
political achievement which lay not so much in the UN’s 
actual use of force against aggression as it lay in the will- 
ingness of fifty-three of the UN’s sixty constituent na- 
tions to commit themselves. 

The UN’s achievement in Korea is much better than 
anything the old League of Nations was able to do. But 
the same defect which handicapped the League is ap- 
parent in the structure of the United Nations. The UN 
has no military power of its own; it is dependent upon 
the voluntary contributions of its members. Some of our 
people criticize the Korean contributions of others as 
insufficient. That criticism may be well founded, but it 
serves only to emphasize the need of repairing that or- 
ganizational defect and does not justify destruction of the 
United Nations organization. In winter weather if your 
furnace doesn’t work, you repair it—you don’t scrap it. 

The United Nations remains dependent upon the 
particular policy of particular individual member-nations. 
In defining a foreign policy to meet our own needs, the 
United States must recognize this fact. 

On Feb. 22 of this year, Congressmen Hays and 
Judd introduced a concurrent resolution in the U.S. 
House of Representatives similar to and carrying the same 
number as a resolution they and 131 other Representa- 
tives and Senators supported last year. The new House 
Concurrent Resolution 64 reads: 

“That it is the sense of the Congress that it should be a 
fundamental objective of the foreign policy of the United 
States to support and strengthen the United Nations and 
to seek its development into an organization of such de- 
fined and limited power as are essential to the enactment, 
interpretation and enforcement of world law to prevent 
aggression and maintain peace.” 

There is no doubt that the adoption of HCR 64 
would be of great advantage to our country in the pursuit 
‘of both our ends and those of the United Nations. Such 
a declaration of foreign policy would define our long- 
term objectives for all to know and to compare with 
the objectives of others, and would initiate UN action 
to remedy its defects. It would transform a negative pol- 
icy into an affirmative one. 

Our soldiers battling in Korea have both a right and 
a need to know what they are fighting for. As nations go 
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to war only for what they hope will be a better peace, 
so men will go into battle only for the hope of a future 
that finally is to be something other than more battles. 
Apart from the question of morale, common justice de- 
mands that men should be told why they are required to 
endure suffering and death at the hands of other men. 
Even criminals are told. 

But our government has made no declaration of its 
purpose other than the negative one of indirectly thwart- 
ing a Russian wish. That carries to our men no hope of a 
battle-free future. 

Our people as a whole are called upon to endure 
for an indefinite future heavier and heavier taxes for 
armament, increasing drafts of their young men, ration- 
ing of supplies, losses of savings and investments. These 
are being required of them, so far as they can see, in 
order to parry first one and then another and another 
Russian thrust. These thrusts may continue over decades 
or may culminate soon in a great and catastrophic war. 

After that war, if we are successful, there will be 
a peace as savage as the present one; or, after that war, 
if we are unsuccessful, there will be the peace of a prison. 
The negative policy of containment can hold out no better 
hope, if that prospect can be called a hope. 

HCR 64 declares a peaceful and affirmative policy 
of high moral purpose which, by offering something be- 
sides despair, or at best eternal and exhausting defense, 
would be of fruitful use to our troops and our people. 

General statements, however eloquent, do not con- 
vince people who are under the immediate threat of 
Kremlin: domination. “Making the world safe for dem- 
ocracy,” or the generalities of the four freedoms, mean 
little to ourselves or Frenchmen or South Koreans among 
whom Russian agents are infiltrating, or to Czechs or 
North Koreans among whom they have _ infiltrated. 
Nothing is added by our current statements that our pur- 
pose is peace. Those aspiring generalizations are out- 
weighed in the minds of unhappy men by the practical 
and fraudulent promises of Communism. Therefore, our 
statement of policy should be one of a reasonably attain- 
able goal. That requirement is met by HCR 64. 

We Americans stand today accused of military and 
economic imperialism and war-mongering. We have had 
one imperialistic adventure as a result of which we freed 
the Philippines after developing and schooling them. The 
Russian government for five years has been constantly sub- 
jecting more territory and peoples to its military coercion, 
stripping them of their factories and goods and skilled 
workers, and never in history has a Russian government 
voluntarily freed one square mile of conquest. 

Yet, with almost inaudible protest, we permit others 
to be persuaded that we have designs upon them. Our 
declaration of policy should carry the assurance that we 
will not infringe upon the lands and liberties of others. 
HCR 64 carries that assurance. 

Always in the past, so far as permitted, we have 
sought peaceful means to determine disputes with other 
nations. The thousands of miles of common frontiers 
with Mexico and with Canada, now without a fort or a 
soldier, cannot be matched in the world, and are a con- 
vincing witness to our predeliction for peaceful adjust- 
ments. Our repeated international negotiations, arbitra- 
tions and adjudications are a like witness. 

Our declaration of policy should be consistent with 
our historic adherence to peaceful means of settlement. 
The resolution has that consistency. 

Our policy, of course, should leave all free to control 
their own affairs which are not (Continued on next page) 
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HCR 64 (BUTLER) 


(Continued from preceding page) acts of war and which 
do not directly threaten peace, and should leave us equally 
free to control our own pacific business. The policy de- 
clared in that resolution does that. 

The declaration of policy in HCR 64 holds out to 
all people the hope of ending war and with it the fear of 
atomic bombs and other terrors as yet unproclaimed. Such 
a policy, if effected, does not impair the United Nations, 
or decry its achievement, but enables it to function as 
intended. It calls for law as a substitute for war, and 
subjects to enforceable law not only the Kremlin’s Korean 
adventure but any like one which may be undertaken. 

No one objects that the purpose of this policy is not 
a desirable one. The objection is that either the United 
States or the world is not ready for it. But when our 
troops are in battle, when the nation is at war, and allies 
are being sought, the time is ripe to say the purpose for 
which we are fighting. If we are not fighting to prevent 
future wars, then the particular advantage for which we 
are fighting should be stated by someone who knows it. 
If we are fighting to prevent future wars, why keep it a 
secret ? And why not say how we propose to prevent them? 

The objectors who say that the time is not ripe lose 
sight of the complete indifference of Time to the prob- 
lems of men. Circumstances, not Time, determine deci- 
sions. Early last year the State Department was at first 
silent about HCR 64. Later, when favorable action ap- 
peared likely, it opposed any declaration of policy by 
the Congress. Then when North Korea commenced its 
aggression, the State Department invoked the United Na- 
tions and sought its armed action. Then it recommended 
to the General Assembly of the United Nations an in- 
vestigating committee to observe warlike preparations, a 
permanent armed force composed of designated units of 
each nation’s army, and meetings of the General Assembly 
upon twenty-four hours notice. 

Thus circumstances have forced the United States 
into recognition of the principle of HCR 64, into recog- 
nition of the advantages of limited world government. 

The United States seeks to achieve these advantages 
by the device of having the General Assembly through 
its committees discharge the functions for which the Se- 
curity Council was designed but which the use of the 
veto prevents. But the UN’s structural defects remain. 
The effectiveness of the State Department proposal de- 
pends upon the use of national armies, or parts of them, 
against other national armies, and that is war. You 
cannot have a quiet or a tranquil peace as a result of war. 
You can do almost anything with bayonets except sit on 
them. You can have a quiet and a tranquil peace only 
when rules of law are enforced against individuals and 
against the implements of wrongdoing. And rules of law 
are of no effect if their enforcement depends upon those 
whom they purport to bind. 

The circumstances which have forced the recogni- 

tion of the principle of HCR 64 will force the cure of the 
structural defects of the present United Nations organi- 
zation. There seems no reason for delay in declaring our- 
selves in favor of the inevitable. 
Nore: This is the first of two articles developed and con- 
densed from a speech Mr. Butler made earlier this year. 
The second, including Mr. Butler's answer to “What 
About Russia?”, will appear in an early issue of THE 
FEDERALIST. Mimeographed copies of Mr. Butler's com- 
plete speech can be obtained for 5¢ each from UW F's 
national office. 
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A Fact and An Issue 


In a syndicated column inscribed for March 19, 
Danton Walker wrote: “United World Federalists, led 
by Rex Stone, Merle Miller and Norman Cousins, plan a 
monthly magazine on international affairs starting next 
month.” 


Mr. Walker had a fact right. 


Merle Miller and Norman Cousins are important 
UWF leaders, but UWF is hardly led by them. Rex 
Stone appears on no UWF letterhead and in no UWF 
membership file, but could, of course, be Writers Board 
for World Government Chairman Rex Stout. UWF’s 
new publication will be “on” national and Federalist and 
possibly even personal affairs as well as international ones. 


Mr. Walker was correct when he reported that 
UWF was planning a monthly magazine. This is the first 
issue of it. 


It’s called THE FEDERALIST because that’s a proud and 
meaningful titl—and one which aroused less aversion 
than did any of the 211 others submitted. It will be sent 
monthly to all UWF members in good standing, and to 
anyone and everyone else who can be induced to subscribe. 


THE FEDERALIST replaces World Government News 
as the principal means of communication between UWF 
and its members. Because WGN and its editors had served 
UWF members (and their other readers) well and self- 
sacrificially for four years, the decision to end the UWF- 
WGN relationship was difficult and controversial. It 
was made by UWF’s National Executive Council on the 
recommendations of UWF’s National Executive Commit- 
tee and a special communications appraisal committee. It 
was made reluctantly and with the expressed understand- 
ing that the Council desired, and would help accomplish, 
continued publication of WGN. 


“UWF (should) urge its members to subscribe to 
WGN as a good general news magazine about world 
government developments inside and outside UWF and 
throughout the world,” states one of seven proposals sub- 
mitted by the communications appraisal committee and 
adopted by both the Executive Committee and the Exec- 
utive Council. 


Despite the nostalgia, however, the decision to 
substitute THE, FEDERALIST for WGN was made. The 
fundamental reason was the Council’s conviction that 
UWF’s own magazine would, in the words of Executive 
Council Chairman C. M. Stanley, “provide more effect- 
ive communication with members” than could an inde- 


pendent publication like WGN. 


The first example of the wisdom (or lack of it) of 
the Council’s decision is in your hands. The staff earnestly 
solicits your criticisms and suggestions. We don’t know 
whether you'll consider THE FEDERALIST too large or too 
small, too overburdened with policy material or too barren 
of soft-drink ads, too much like Esquire or too little like 
Common Cause. Although we think we know Federalists 
pretty well, we aren’t even certain that one thing or an- 
other in THE FEDERALIST will displease every one of you. 


About the only fact of which we’re sure is that it’s 
our job to produce for you the best magazine that the 
time and money and personnel available permit. We'd be 
more embarrassed about our other ignorances if fellows 
like Danton Walker weren’t sometimes unomniscient too. 

Dick STROUSE 


The Federalist 
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BOOKS AND PAMPHLETS 


Unire or PerisH by Paul Reynaud—In a discussion of 
the historical background and present political and eco- 
nomic bases of European union, the former French Pre- 
mier cites the danger to Europe of failure to unite, and 
pleads for American support to offset U.S. isolationism 
and European and British “neutrality”. 214 pp., $3; 
Simon and Schuster. 


THE IDEA AND Practice OF WorLD GOVERNMENT by 
Gerard J. Mangone—An assistant professor of govern- 
ment at Wesleyan University ranges over the fertile field 
of international cooperation, criticizes the “popular ap- 
proaches” of UWF and AUC, and concludes that a world 
democracy is the only desirable form of world govern- 
ment. 254 pp., $3.50; Columbia University Press. To be 
published next month. 


STRENGTHENING THE FRAMEWORK OF PEACE by Alan 
de Rusett (1950-51 edition) —A lecturer at the University 
of Leeds and the former assistant secretary of Britain’s 
United Nations Association presents a documented study 
of the various plans from all parts of the world directed 
toward the establishment of permanent peace. Though 
some references are two or more years old, the basic in- 
formation is useful for study and comparison. 217 pp., 
$4.00 (21 s.); The Royal Institute of International Af- 
fairs, 542 Fifth Ave., New York 19. 


Let’s TALK AspouT THE REAL IssuE by James P. War- 
burg—A plea that the U. S. present a plan for German 
unification and demilitarization at the proposed Foreign 
Ministers’ conference, with emphasis on Mr. Warburg’s 
belief that such a plan would prove acceptable to Russia if 
properly presented and would, if adopted, pave the way for 
settlement of other important issues of today. 13 pp., 25¢; 
Current Affairs Press, 25 Vanderbilt Ave., New York 17. 


MAGAZINES 


ForeIGN Poricy BULLETIN in its March 30 issue fea- 
tures an article by Alan Cranston emphasizing the need 
for a “double-barreled” U.S. foreign policy and strongly 
supporting HCR 64. Foreign Policy Association, 22 East 
38th St., New York 16. 


THe Saturpay Eveninc Post for March 24 has an 
article on the Atlantic Union proposals by former Su- 
preme Court Justice Owen J. Roberts carrying the famil- 
iar title ““The World Needs A Cop On The Corner”. 
Mr. Roberts writes: ‘Throughout history the only cure 
for lawlessness has been the extension of the powers of 
government to a degree commensurate with the scale of 
the disorder. Today the scale is global.” 
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RADIO 


“THE ELEANOR ROOSEVELT PRoGRAM’—Mrs. Roosevelt 
interviews Cord Meyer Jr., UWF’s honorary president, 
at 12:30-1:15 P.M., EST, April 23, WNBC, New 
York. The program will be rebroadcast over NBC sta- 
tions in Albany, Chicago, Cleveland, Hollywood, Miami, 
Providence and Santa Barbara. Check station in your area 
for time. 


“PRICE OF PEACE”—A series of talks by the chief UN 
delegates of fourteen nations in which each expresses his 
government’s official views on world peace. Most promi- 
nent UN leaders are included. Carried in the U.S. as a 
special feature on the UN-produced weekly program 
“Memo From Lake Success”. 6:15-6:30 P.M., EST, 
Saturdays, CBS radio network (5:15-5:30 P.M. over 
WCBS in New York City). 


RECORDS 


“STATEMENTS OF THE DELEGATES AT THE SIGNING OF 
THE UNiTep NATIONS CHARTER, SAN FRANCISCO, JUNE 
26, 1945”—A collection of brief speeches by the major 
delegates of the fifty participating nations in their own 
tongues (about 20 per cent in English). Seven 12-inch 
records, 78 RPM. $15 including album; Sales and Circu- 
lations Section, United Nations, Lake Success, N. Y. 


FILMS 


“Wor_p AFFAIRS AND THE UNITED NATIONS IN FILMS” 
—A “selective” list of films for use in club, school, church 
and cemmunity programs. 10¢; American Association for 


the United Nations, 45 East 65th St., New York 21. 


A compelling 
invitation to sanity! 


JAMES P. WARBURG’S 


plea for a positive policy 


FAITH, 
PURPOSE 
ann POWER 


Have you read it yet? 


$2.75 at all bookstores, or 
direct from the publisher 


FARRAR, STRAUS AND YOUNG 
53 East 34th Street 
New York 16, N. Y. 
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Los Altos, California 


and flowers. 


Choice residential area close to San Francisco, Stanford University, Palo Alto and San Jose. 
Annual mean temperature 58 degrees, moderate heat, little frost, no snow, with approximately 
300 days of sunshine a year. Rolling hills and lovely vistas with a wide variety of trees, shrubs 


If you are interested in any further information con- 
cerning real estate in the Los Altos area we will be 
pleased to serve you. 


N. V. WILLIAMS REALTY CO. 


25 MAIN STREET, LOS ALTOS, CALIFORNIA 
PHONE: Whitecliff 8-4435 


Member of the National Association of Real Estate Boards. 
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FINE APPAREL 
LOS ALTOS 


famous 


Hendan Mannish Shirts 


from California 


Bates cotton or rayon; plaids, 
stripes, solid white or colors; 
regular or Peter Pan collar. 


$3.98 


TELEVISION 
RADIOS 


RECORDS 


THE 
FEDERALIST 


“We have seen the necessity of the Union, as our 
bulwark against foreign danger, as the conserva- 
tor of peace among ourselves, as the guardian of 
our commerce and other common interests, as 
the only substitute for . . . military establish- 
ments, and as the proper antidote for the disease 
of faction, which have proved fatal to other pop- 


ular governments.” 


The Federalist Papers, No. 14 
(James Madison) 


WILLIAMS-WALKER 


MAIN STREET,LOS ALTOS, CALIFORNIA 


APPLIANCES. 
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WASHINGTON COLUMN 


written this month by 


Dewey Anderson 


One of the most encouraging signs in Washington in 
recent weeks is the increasing attention which is being paid 
to the need for achieving universal disarmament through 
the instrumentality of a strengthened United Nations. 

On the Senate side this fight is being led by Senator 
Ralph Flanders of Vermont, who has made a dramatic 
proposal for total disarmament at an early date. Those 
who know Senator Flanders know he is a hard-headed and 
realistic gentleman who reached the top in private business 
before he entered the Senate. He is not interested in making 
insincere proposals for political reasons. He is in dead 
earnest about the possibility of achieving a stronger United 
Nations and an end to the armaments race within the 
foreseeable future. Joined with him in this attempt is a 
group of Senators and Congressmen from both parties, 
most of whom have a rather conservative background. 

On the House side, Congressmen Hays and Judd 
have introduced House Concurrent Resolution 64, a bill to 
strengthen the United Nations almost identical with and 
carrying the same number as a resolution they supported in 
the Eighty-first Congress. In that Congress, when they 
were faced with the insuperable roadblock of State De- 
partment opposition, Congressmen Hays and Judd per- 
formed the notable tour de force of getting some 140 
members of both houses to introduce identical bills. 

This year, I am happy to say, the roadblock seems to 
have been removed; the bill will move through normal 
channels and the device of identical-bill introduction as a 
substitute for a roll-call vote may not be needed. The State 
Department apparently now recognizes its short-sightedness 
in opposing the bill. The dramatic events in Korea have 
made the diplomats realize, as Congressional eloquence 
was unable to do, that national security hinges upon a 
stronger and more effective UN, and Secretary Acheson 
has taken the lead in giving the UN greater powers to deal 
with aggressors. 

This year, the Foreign Affairs Committee is showing 
real interest in disarmament and in international instru- 
mentalities to effect control of arms, both atomic and con- 
ventional. I think it is not being too optimistic to say that 
some legislation closely resembling the Hays-Judd and 
Flanders’ proposals will shortly be reported out to the 
House floor. 

When this happens, we will have before the country a 
proposal which is more than the rallying cry of a few 
groups of forward-looking individuals. It will become a 
serious contender for the legislative spotlight. I sincerely 
hope that this development will foreshadow a vigorous at- 
tempt on the part of all world powers to achieve a peaceful 
solution of international difficulties. 

But whether or not it succeeds, if the U.S. takes the 
initiative in making peace proposals, we cannot lose. 

If we succeed in achieving an agreement, our whole 
generation and our future generations will gain. But even 
if we fall short of achievement, great credit will go to the 
United States for having made the offer. And credit of 
this sort is of great importance at the present time when 
millions of people all over the earth’s surface are undecided 
who is right and who is wrong in the conflict between the 
great powers. It is important for us to give the lie toe 
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Soviet propaganda and to make it clear that the United 
States, now and always, is a peace-minded nation and is 
seriously and sincerely laboring to devise methods for 
achieving lasting peace through a stronger UN. 

In this connection, I think we cannot pay too glowing a 
tribute to the organizations like United World Federalists 
which have worked and are working in Washington with 
increasing effectiveness toward the development of the UN 
into a stronger federation of all nations, capable of pre- 
serving the peace and preventing aggression. They have 
labored unremittingly and hopefully when others despaired, 
and it is partly to their credit that official Washington, both 
in the executive and legislative branches, is thoroughly 
awakened to the need for an American peace offer. 

DEWEY ANDERSON is the director of the Public Affairs In- 


stitute, with headquarters in Washington. He previously was 
executive secretary of the Senate’s Small Business Committee. 


66 WHAT THEY SAY 


. To my mind global war is rapidly on its way 

out od some kind of world government is inevitable.” 
A. H. Compton, Chancellor of Washington 
University, to the American Institute of Min- 
ing and Metallurgical Engineers in St. Louis, 
Feb. 19 


“United World Federalists have effectively sup- 
ported the United Nations with positive service on ob- 
jectives of importance to the great purpose of the Charter. 
They have criticized the United Nations. We hope they 
will continue to do so, and that their criticism will be 
constructive. Experience will unfold the oneness of our 
purpose and service.” 

Warren R. Austin, Permanent U.S. Repre- 
sentative to the UN, in a telegram to UWF 
of California, Feb. 11 


“We must be prepared to surrender some sovereignty 
(to a world government) if we are to remain free. But it 
should be emphasized that the only sovereignty we would 
surrender would be the right to declare war and we all 
know that the government of the United States has never 
declared war on its own initiative but only after it has 
been attacked. Certainly, there is no sovereignty in total 
war.” Senator Robert C. Hendrickson (Rep., N. J.) 
in a statement to UWF of New Jersey, 

March 4 


“T submit that for every speech that has been made on 
fool-proof disarmament, disarmament with true and sound 
international inspection, . there are 100 speeches and 
a dozen military plans for war. . . . We must be ever 
ready and consistently urge that nations turn away from 
armaments and direct their energies and resources to 
human welfare.” 

Senator Hubert H. Humphrey (Dem., Minn.) 
on the floor of the U. 8. Senate, March 22 


. The world has become a single neighborhood. 
That neighborhood is seriously threatened by lawlessness 
from within. The only way of combatting that lawless- 
ness is by making use of the will of the majority to adopt 
the right laws and then have those laws enforced. The 
United Nations can become that law enforcement agency.” 
Norman Cousins, editor of The Saturday 
Review of Literature, in a dispatch from 


Paris, March 17 
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to : Alan Cranston 
FROM: Elliot K. Goodman, Columbia University 
RE: Break with World Government News 


I want nothing more to do with an organization 
which refuses to put to a democratic vote at the coming 
June convention the issue of whether UWF should break 
all ties with World Government News, and so, in effect, 
cripple WGN and threaten this excellent paper with 
bankruptcy. I firmly believe in WGN, and strongly 
disapprove of UWF’S policy of setting up a completely 
independent house organ. 

If the Executive Council reconsiders and continues 
the present UWF-WGN arrangement until a democratic 
vote can be had in June, then you can send back my 
membership ; otherwise tear it up. 


* * * 


To : Tom Griessemer (copy to Alan Cranston) 
FROM: Edward P. Jackson Jr., Louisville, Ky. 
RE : March issue of World Government News 


I would like to recommend that the name of your 
publication now be changed to “World Government Edi- 
torial.” Your treatment of the withdrawal of UWF 
support amounts to a complete desecration of the word 
“news.” 

The pusillanimous attitude which you have shown in 
this matter merely strengthens the soundness of the con- 
clusion reached by the UWF National Executive Council 
at their February meeting and I am amazed that they 
have continued the relation as long as they have. 


* * * 


To : Edward McVitty 
FROM: Mrs. Don Witty, Rye, N. Y. 
RE: Inefficiency of UWF’s Renewal System 


. much more than querulous at this point 
about several things. . . . Last week I received my last 
word on the situation: two renewals, dated Dec. 13 and 
14. Eleven weeks between renewal and chapter notifica- 
tion! It’s unspeakably and impossibly inefficient. . . . 

Not only are members still being asked by both chap- 
ters and National to renew, which is an insult to the 
member, but those fancy notices from Twelfth Street 
cost money—which, to ardent Federalists, who want to 
see every penny count, is inexcusable. .. . 


* * * 


To : United World Federalists, Inc. 
FROM: Boyer Jarvis, University of Arizona 
RE : The Appeal of World Federation Today 


Although I have been aware of the United World 
Feéeralists for some time, I have been inclined to dismiss 
the organization as just another group with an imprac- 
tical idea or some ax to grind. 

Last night I heard a Federalist speaker tell the 
Tucson Sunday Evening Forum what the goals of the 
Federalists are. 

The establishment of such a world government as you 
propose is an objective which I am now convinced is 
worthy of the support of every individual who pauses to 
contemplate the alternative. .. . 
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POLICY IN THE MAKING 


A new analysis of the nature of the “partial federa- 
tion” many believe should be established if Russia blocks 
universal federation is being made by a special UWF 
sub-committee. 

Last fall, David M. Stanley, UWF National 
Executive Councilman from Iowa, established a commit- 
tee to propagandize for “partial federation.” At its 
February meeting, UWF’s Council voted to set up a 
committee to study “partial federation” and named Mr. 
Stanley its chairman. 

The study group was established as a sub-committee 
of UWF’s policy committee. Its members have been 
appointed by Mr. Stanley, and he has also perpetuated his 
earlier group. 

The intention of the Executive Council was to obtain 
more detailed information about the character of a “par- 
tial federation.”’ Most Federalists agree that Russia and 
her satellites might well refuse an initial offer of world 
federation, but are divided on what the U.S. should do 
should that occur. ‘“Universalists” argue that a world 
government can only maintain peace if all nations par- 
ticipate in it, and contend that, should any nation or 
nations refuse to join, mounting pressure should be exerted 
upon the reluctant nations but no partial world govern- 
ment formed. “Partialists” (or “less-than-universalists’’ ) 
argue that a powerful “partial federation” can maintain 
peace and that, if a preponderant proportion of the world’s 
nations agree to federate, the federation should be formed 
even though not universal. 

“Universalists” also contend that many ramifications 
of less-than-universal federation are potentially dangerous 
and have never been clearly defined. It is on this subject 
that the Stanley sub-committee is accumulating material. 

The group is now seeking answers to such questions 
as the extent of powers a less-than-universal federation 
would require, how amendments to the UN Charter might 
be drafted which could be applied without serious alter- 
ation to a universal federation at a later date, methods for 
defense of a less-than-universal federation from attack by 
non-participating nations, etc. The sub-committee has been 
directed to report its findings to UWF’s policy committee 
at least a month prior to the General Assembly in June. 


UNITED WORLD FEDERALISTS, INC. 
7 East 12th St., New York 3, New York 


Please enroll me (us) in United W orld Federalists: 


Name 

Address. 

City. State 

School if Student 

Single Membership $5 [] College $2 1 
Couple $7.50 High School $1.50 


All memberships include a subscription to THE FEDERALIST. 
Memberships received during first half of a calendar year 
expire Dec. 31 of that year; memberships received during the 
latter half of a calendar year expire Dec. 31 of the following 
year. | 


“UWF recognizes that world government must bring together 
under a rule of law people of various ideologies throughout the 
world. However, as a United States organization, UWF will not 
knowingly admit or permit as members persons who are Commu- 
nist or Fascist or others who seek to overthrow the government of, 
or, in the interests of a foreign power, seek to weaken the United 
States, or to change its form of government by other than consti- 
tutional means.”’ By-laws of United World Federalists, Inc. 
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The magazine of United World Federalists, Inc. 
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Related to the realization of man’s growing desire 


for the benefits of government at the international level. | 
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United World Federalists, Inc. 


Give 7 East 12th St., New York 3, N. Y. 
THE Enclosed please find $. for. copies of this issue at 15¢ each. 
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This page has been paid for by a Federalist who believes THE FEDERALIST should have the widest possible circulation. 
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For nearly five centuries printing has 
been man’s great medium of idea ex- 
change. Good and bad philosophies 
have grown and flourished by means 
of the printed word. Man has known 
his hopes, fears, triumphs and dis- 
appointments thru printing. This 
magazine is a good example. 


Now, when the world stands on the 


brink of great decisions, printing 
plays a vital role. We most earnestly 
hope that soon men everywhere will 
find new hope and security because 
those decisions will proclaim a world 


of law ... order . . . justice and 


peace. 
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